Message

From: Bussard, David [Bussard.David @epa.gov]

Sent: 7/22/2014 9:41:00 PM

To: Subramaniam, Ravi [Subramaniam.Ravi@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Resend with correct attachment....FW: Revised letter to the Editor re Tom Starr's "Bottom up" approach

Attachments: Bottom up letter-NCEA 07-17-14 JJV DB RS DB2.docx

| had a few moments of quiet {o look at your take on John's comments. | do think his review was helpful | tried
even a few more changes to either soften the tone or to “head off” potential wrong assumptions a reader could make.
Ses what you think,

Bottom up
letter-NCE A 07-1...
David

From: Subramaniam, Ravi

Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 8:55 AM

To: Bussard, David

Subject: RE: Resend with correct attachment....FW: Revised letter to the Editor re Tom Starr's "Bottom up" approach

David

<< File: Bottom up letter-NCEA 07-17-14 1]V DB RS.docx >> Looks good. My comments and suggested revisions
attached.

Rand.

Ravi Subramaniam, PhD; Associate, Quantitative Methods Branch, IRIS Division, NCEA-QRD, US EPA
{703} 347-8606 [Ty, W, Th); s: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E

From: Bussard, David

Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 4:50 PM

To: Subramaniam, Ravi

Subject: Resend with correct attachment....FW: Revised letter to the Editor re Tom Starr's "Bottom up”
approach

<< File: Bottom up letter-NCEA 07-02-14 JJV DB.docx >>

Few totally new comments, but | used the feature where one can comment on a comment.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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David

From: Bussard, David
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:30 PM

To: Subramaniam, Ravi

Subject: FW: Revised letter to the Editor re Tom Starr's "Bottom up" approach

Rawi,

My initial reaction was that lohn was not following our argument,

But, he is a close reader and typlcally very willing to make a point, so freread the comments several times.

After that, | can see a number of places where we could be more dear.

Take a look also at my thoughts about his comments. | have not sent to him, | started writing rebuttals
and then circled back to see if L was being fair.  So, it is more the current state of play in my mind.
David

<< File: Bottom up letter-NCEA 07-02-14 JJV.docx >>

From: Vandenberg, John

Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 2:56 PM

To: Bussard, David

Cc: Walsh, Debra

Subject: RE: Revised letter to the Editor re Tom Starr's "Bottom up" approach

David,
| reviewed the letter to the editor and have some comments; please see attached.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

John
<< File: Bottom up letter-NCEA 07-02-14 JJV.docx >>

From: Walsh, Debra

Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 2:21 PM

To: Vandenberg, John

Subject: FW: Revised letter to the Editor re Tom Starr's "Bottom up” approach
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From: Bussard, David

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 8:36 AM

To: Walsh, Debra

Subject: Revised letter to the Editor re Tom Starr’s "Bottom up" approach

Debra,

In response to review comments, we have revised the letter that is in clearance with you.  STICS tracking
number: ORD-008977

<< File: Bottom up letter-NCEA 07-02-14.docx >>
Can you read this revised version?

If you want, here is a link to the original Tom Starr article:
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/5S027323001300007X

Thanks,

David

ED_014350K_00001698-00003



